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- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
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4) ^ Claim(s) 1 and 3-19 is/are pending in the application. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
9/29/2008 has been entered. 

Drawings 

2. The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .83(a). The drawings must show 
every feature of the invention specified in the claims. Therefore, the "folding device" 
and "pressing station" must be shown or the feature(s) canceled from the claim(s). No 
new matter should be entered. 

Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in 
reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended 
replacement drawing sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the immediate 
prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being amended. The figure or figure 
number of an amended drawing should not be labeled as "amended." If a drawing figure 
is to be canceled, the appropriate figure must be removed from the replacement sheet, 
and where necessary, the remaining figures must be renumbered and appropriate 
changes made to the brief description of the several views of the drawings for 
consistency. Additional replacement sheets may be necessary to show the renumbering 
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of the remaining figures. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of an 
application must be labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New 
Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121(d). If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, 
the applicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next 
Office action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1,3-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Boger et al. (4687137) in view of Vijuk (5044873). 

Boger, et al. discloses the gluing station (20, fig. 2) comprises glue outlet 
openings (92, fig. 2), which may be selectively supplied (each provided with valve 72, 
74, 76 etc, fig. 2) with glue and provided with at least two applications heads (60, 38, fig. 
2). Note, the claim is written in an intended use form, it seems like applicant is claiming 
"A base insert device for making cross bottoms" along with "folding devices", while the 
body of the claim and the entire filed claims focusing on "gluing stations" with no 
recitations to as of how the folds done and/or how the base been inserted. It has been 
held that a recitation with respect to the manner in which a claimed apparatus is 
intended to be employed does not differentiate the claimed apparatus from a prior art 
apparatus satisfying the claimed structural limitations. Ex Parte Masham, 2USPQ2d 
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1647 (1987). It appears that Boger's adhesive dispensing apparatus is capable of 
dispensing whatever kind of glue as the claimed structure limitations been fully 
disclosed by Boger et al. Boger et al. disclose that the application head is provided with 
an application plate (20, fig. 2) in which several glue outlet openings (98) are each 
arranged equidistantly (see fig. 2) on one line in a direction perpendicular to the feed 
direction of the sheets and/or the folds of the bases, the application plates being 
configured such that adjoining glue outlet openings (60, 38) of two different application 
heads are positionable at a different distance than the distance between the glue outlet 
openings (see fig. 2). 

The distance between the two glue outlet openings are not equidistance, but it 
would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art to configure them at 
equidistance to change the glue pattern being applied to the sheet. 

The device of Boger et al., as mentioned above, discloses all the limitations, 
except for adjustable gluing stations (more than one). However, Vijuk teaches 
adjustable gluing stations and at least two application heads (45, fig. 16), and at least 
one head may be displaced in a direction orthogonal to the feed direction of the sheets 
to change the adhesive pattern and apply the adhesive at the right place (see fig. 17, 
col. 10, lines 4-10). Therefore it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to provide the adjustable glue stations as 
taught by Vijuk in the base inserter device of Kolbe et al. to change the adhesive pattern 
and apply the adhesive at the right place. 
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Regarding claim 3, Vijuk teaches that the in the gluing station, the two application 
heads are displaceably supported on a common guide rail (173, fig. 17). 

Regarding claim 4, Vijuk teaches that at least one drive (176) for providing the 
force for moving at least one displaceable application head. 

Regarding claim 5, Vijuk teaches that the drive can be driven using a motor. 

Regarding claims 6-8, Vijuk teaches means (controller, fig. 41) for automatically 
displacing the application head and a control unit that controls the displacement. 

Regarding claim 9, Vijuk teaches that all the application heads of the gluing 
station can be supplied with glue from one common glue supplying line, which guides 
the glue directly towards the application heads. 

Regarding claims 10-11, Vijuk teaches that the glue supplying line runs 
essentially in a direction orthogonal to the feed direction of the sheets. 

Regarding claim 12, Kolbe et al. disclose guide elements, which guide the bag 
components to be glued in the region of the gluing station. 

Regarding claim 13, Vijuk teaches that one application head remains stationary. 

Regarding claim 14, Vijuk teaches that the format is defined by three application 
heads (see fig. 1 6) of which the middle one can remains stationary during the 
adjustment of the format. 

Regarding claims 15-17, the modified base insert device of Kolbe et al., as 
mentioned above, meets all the claimed limitations of claims 15-17. 
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Regarding claims 18-19 it appears that Boger's adhesive dispensing apparatus is 
capable of dispensing whatever kind of glue as the claimed structure limitations been 
fully disclosed by Boger et al. 

Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant's arguments filed 9/29/2008 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. In response to Applicant's argument regarding the distance between the 
two glue outlets being equal, note that, as explained above, the rearrangement of the 
glue outlets is obvious to one having ordinary skill in art to accommodate different glue 
patterns. Further, the modified device of Boger et al. teaches two application heads, and 
therefore it is obvious to one having ordinary skill in art to rearrange the two application 
heads so that the adjoining glue outlet openings of two different application heads are 
positionable at any required distance, which in this case may be less than the distance 
between the two glue outlet openings of the same application head. 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Hemant M. Desai whose telephone number is (571) 
272-4458. The examiner can normally be reached on 6:30 AM-5:00 PM, Mon-Thurs.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Rinaldi I. Rada can be reached on (571) 272-4467. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Hemant M Desai/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3721 



